OFFICEK OF THE ATTORNKY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

Honexabdle I, Fredeokd
County Audider
Galveston County
Galveston,; Texas

Dear 8im

Your letter of
{oa of this departaent wpo
reseived.

We qQuote rf--

was ro;nroc
JoNASY 020 on
House Bill 748,
Session of the

Rbad & Bri Coamittee
Bg and She County En~
8x'S of tShe Budget whieh
Bridge Mand expenditures
fasoZporated into She general
ds. e sompensation of the
or,/ his two assistants, foreamen,
maintainer eperators, truck
lo. ote,, that is te de paid for
She is eaumerated and showx OA & shest
ia t{o dudges, have added for the firss
tine ‘Stenegra lexrk te assist County Agead
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and Commissioners,' I fail o fiad any law
thet authorises shis expenditure out of the
Road & Bridge, or any ether fuad, for a County
Coaalissiocaer and ths Fara Dtnoun&rntion Agent,"

Apparently under the fagts stated in your letter,
the "stenographer-elerk™ was to be employed by a County Com~
aissionsr and the County Agent together, and the “"stenogrepher-
elerk” was %0 work for both of the above mentioned officlials,

Seotion 9, Article 8 of the Texas Constitution pre-
soribes the maximum rate of taxes for general purzzlol, for
roads and bricges, for juries, and for permanent improvements,
ronzootivoly. The money lrlsing from taxes levied and ool-
lected for eaeh of the above enumsrated purposes are oonsti-
tutional funds, ‘

The Commxissioners' Court has no authorisy to transfer
money from one $o another econstitutional fund, or to expend
for one 080 tax money raised ostensibdbly for another pure
' pose, ® inm.diato purpose of the povision is to limit the
amount of taxes thet may be ralsed for these several purjoses,
respeotively, and 1s also deslgned to inhibit excessive ex-
penditures for of such purtosaa snd to require that any
and all lonog: ralised by taxation for any purposs shall be
applied to that partieular purpose and no other. Carrell v,
Williams, 202 8, W, 8504} Ault v, Hill County, 116 3, W, 359}
Texas Jurisprudence, Vol, 11, pp. $09-10-11; Henderson County
¥. Burk, 262 3, W. M,

The general road and bridge fund is a eonstitutional
fund and she money of sueh eonstitutional fund must » applied
to that partiocular purpose for which it was raiged and no other.
Therefore, it is our opinion that no part of the salary of the
"stenograpi.er-slerk” ean legally de paid out of the road and
bridge fund for serviees performed for the County Agent.

Yours very truly

AYi 1GO ATTORNREY GENYRAL OF TEXAS
ATPROYEL AUG 18, 1941 '

s/ Rovert E, Kepke By
s/ Ardell Williaas
Aoting ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TZXAS Asslstant

AFPROVED OPINION CQMAMITTEZ BY CCC CHAIRMAN



